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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR LI 14 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office acfion has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 07/12/2007 has been entered. 

This communication is responsive to Amendment, filed 07/12/2007. 

2. Claims 1-8, 10-20, 22-32, 34-49, 51, 53 are pending in this application. Claims 1,13, 25, 
49, 51, 53 are independent claims. In the Amendment, claims 1,10-12, 22-25, 34-36, 49, 51, 53 
have been amended. This acfion is made non-Final. 

3. The objecfion to the specificafion (claim objection) of the invention has been withdrawn 
in view of the amendment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

This applicafion currently names joint inventors. • In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any invenfions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligafion under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invenfion dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
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invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicabiHty of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

5. Claims 6-8, 11, 13, 18-20, 23, 25, 30-32, 35, 37, 39, 41, 43-45 are rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rao (US Patent No. 6,581,056), in view of Anderson et 

al (US Patent No. 6,005,860). 

As per claim 1, Rao teaches a method for retrieving data, comprising: 

selecting one of plurality of user input (i.e. a query to one or more information sources, 

e.g. databases, col. 2, lines 9-26); 

determining which of two or more different types of communication medium (i.e. 

Connection to the information sources may be through a network, e.g. databases residing on the 

Internet, or via a direct connection to the communication source, e.g. direct dial-up to 

Dialog. TM. Information Source databases, col. 3, lines 35-42) can be used to access at least one 

of a plurality of electronic records databases associated with the selected one of the electronic 

records search requests (i.e. Each of the information sources 102 manage a repository of 

information (e.g. collections of papers, articles or other document types) and provide access to it 

through some access protocol. The access protocol may be either one of the de facto standards 

(e.g. Z39.50) or a server specific protocol (e.g. as used in the Dialog.TM. On-line information 

source). Thus, the lA client is capable of communicating using the protocol of the server, col. 3, 

lines 52-59); 

retrieving instructions (i. e. The intermediary server relays the operation requests to the 
information sources using the protocol of the information sources, col. 4, lines 5-1 7) for 
accessing the at least one of a plurality of electronic records databases (i.e. The query translation 
part 404 processes a query into the protocol (s) utilized by each of the various information 
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sources being accessed. The query translation part 404 may also modify the query for a 
particular information source in the event that the information source cannot support the 
original request (e.g. a request made that is restricted to a particular field), col 5, lines 31-37) 
based on at least one of the determined types of communication medium which can be used to 
access the at least one of the plurality of electronic records databases (i.e. each of the various 
information sources may communicate using a different protocol and each may have different 
search capabilities, col. 4, lines 20-40); 

accessing the at least one of the plurality of electronic records databases with the 
retrieved instructions (i. e. In this step any necessary protocol conversions are performed along 
with any modifications for a particular information source that are necessary in order to make a 
"best effort^' to perform the query as requested. After some period of time the results of the query 
to the information sources are returned and collected by the lA client, step 303. In this case the 
entire documents may be downloaded, so what is obtained Is a whole collection of full text 
documents, col. 4, lines 20-40); 

executing the selected electronic records search request and retrieving at least one 
electronic record from at least one storage location during the executing (i.e. In any event, what 
the user now has is an ephemeral collection of documents that have been gathered from multiple 
information sources, col. 4, lines 20-40); 

parsing the electronic records (i.e. The tokenizer 502 extracts tokens by parsing the text of 
a document and generating a token 503 for each contiguous sequence of characters (e.g. a 
word). The tokens are then processed through a series of filters 504, col 6, lines 18-36) to 
convert one or more raw data sets into user-selectable objects (i.e. after going through the series 
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of filters 504 the remaining tokens 505 that are output are input to a statistics collector 506 for 
collecting the document level statistics 507 and collection level statistics 508. These statistics 
may include token occurrences or proximity of words or phrases, col 6, lines 18-36, col 4, lines 
41-54); and 

causing the user-selectable objects to be displayed (ie. In relevance feedback a user 
indicates documents in the ephemeral collection that are relevant. Typically, an automatic 
procedure is used to reweight, add, or remove terms in a subsequent query (although some 
systems permit this to be done by the user), col 6, lines 60-64), 

Rao does not specifically teach stored electronic records search requests from a queued 
search database to execute next based upon one or more selection criteria. 

Anderson teaches stored electronic records search requests (Le. a search request, col 17, 
lines 27-35) from a queued search database to execute next based upon one or more selection 
criteria (le. At step 325, the MRA 38 places the router packet in the destination module*s queue. 
In embodiments of the present invention, the destination module's queue is typically a FIFO (first 
in first out) type of ordered memory structure. A router packet is usually placed at the bottom 
position of the queue and the destination module usually retrieves router packets from the top 
position of the queue. In this way, if multiple router packets are placed within the destination 
module's queue, the earliest router packet to arrive in the queue will be at a designated position, 
such as the top position, col 1 7, lines 55-65), 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill of the art having the teaching of Rao 
and Anderson at the time the invention was made to modify the system of Rao to include the 
limitations as taught by Anderson. One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to make 
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this combination in order to monitor the contents of the destination module's queue for pending 
router packets, and monitor the designated destination module for processing activity in view of 
Anderson (col. 17, lines 46-54), as doing so v^ould give the added benefit of having an 
information retrieval system to adaptively routed the information to another software module 
called the destination module, as taught by Anderson (col. 3, lines 23-35). 

As per claim 13, Rao teaches a system for retrieving data, comprising: 
at least one station operatively connected to at least one storage location (Fig, 2); and 
at least one processor operatively connected to the at least one station and the at least one 
storage location (Fig, 2), the at least one processor executing a program of instructions for 
selecting one of a plurality of user input (i. e, the query translated and transmitted to the 
respective information sources, col, 2, lines 27-36), determining which of two or more different 
types of communication medium can be used to access at least one electronic records database 
associated with the selected one of the electronic records search requests (i.e. Connection to the 
information sources may be through a network, e.g. databases residing on the Internet, or via a 
direct connection to the communication source, e.g. direct dial-up to Dialog.TM. Information 
Source databases, col. 3, lines 35-42), retrieving instruction for accessing the at least one 
electronic records search requests (i.e. Each of the information sources 102 manage a repository 
of information (e.g. collections of papers, articles or other document types) and provide access 
to it through some access protocol The access protocol may be either one of the de facto 
standards (e.g. Z39.50) or a server specific protocol (e.g. as used in the Dialog. TM. On-line 
information source). Thus, the lA client is capable of communicating using the protocol of the 



Application/Control Number: 09/713,600 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2167 

server, col 3, lines 52-59), retrieving instructions for accessing the at least one electronic records 
database based on at least one of the determined types of communication medium which can be 
used to access the at least one electronic records database (i.e. The query translation part 404 
processes a query into the protocol (s) utilized by each of the various information sources being 
accessed. The query translation part 404 may also modify the query for a particular information 
source in the event that the information source cannot support the original request (e.g. a 
request made that is restricted to a particular field), col 5, lines 31-37), accessing the at least 
one electronic records database with the retrieved instructions (Le. In this step any necessary 
protocol conversions are performed along with any modifications for a particular information 
source that are necessary in order to make a "best effort'' to perform the query as requested. 
After some period of time the results of the query to the information sources are returned and 
collected by the lA client, step 303. In this case the entire documents may be downloaded, so 
what is obtained is a whole collection of full text documents, col. 4, lines 20-40), executing the 
selected electronic records search request and retrieving at least one electronic record from the at 
least one storage location during the executing (le. In any event, what the user now has is an 
ephemeral collection of documents that have been gathered from multiple information sources, 
col 4, lines 20-40), parsing the electronic records (i.e. The tokenizer 502 extracts tokens by 
parsing the text of a document and generating a token 503 for each contiguous sequence of 
characters (e.g. a word). The tokens are then processed through a series of filters 504, col 6, 
lines 18-36) to convert one or more raw data sets into user-selectable objects (le. after going 
through the series of filters 504 the remaining tokens 505 that are output are input to a statistics 
collector 506 for collecting the document level statistics 507 and collection level statistics 508. 
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These statistics may include token occurrences or proximity of words or phrases y col (5, lines 18- 
36, col. 4, lines 41-54), and causing the user-selectable objects to be displayed (i.e. In relevance 
feedback a user indicates documents in the ephemeral collection that are relevant. Typically, an 
automatic procedure is used to reweight, add, or remove terms in a subsequent query (although 
some systems permit this to be done by the user), col. 6, lines 60-64). 

Rao does not explicitly teach stored electronic records search request from a queued 
search database to execute next based upon one or more selection criteria. 

Anderson teaches stored electronic records search requests (le. a search request, col 17, 
lines 27-35) from a queued search database to execute next based upon one or more selection 
criteria (le. At step 325, the MRA 38 places the router packet in the destination module's queue. 
In embodiments of the present invention, the destination module's queue is typically a FIFO (first 
in first out) type of ordered memory structure. A router packet is usually placed at the bottom 
position of the queue and the destination module usually retrieves router packets from the top 
position of the queue. In this way, if multiple router packets are placed within the destination 
module's queue, the earliest router packet to arrive^ in the queue will be at a designated position, 
such as the top position, col 17, lines 55-65). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill of the art having the teaching of Rao 
and Anderson at the time the invention was made to modify the system of Rao to include the 
limitations as taught by Anderson. One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to make 
this combination in order to monitor the contents of the destination module's queue for pending 
router packets, and monitor the designated destination module for processing activity in view of 
Anderson (col. 17, lines 46-54), as doing so would give the added benefit of having an 
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information retrieval system to adaptively routed the information to another software module 
called the destination module as taught by Anderson (col. 3, lines 23-35). 

As per claim 25, Rao teaches a program storage device readable by a machine tangibly 
embodying a program of instructions executable by the machine to perform a method for 
accessing electronic records obtained from at least one electronic records dataset search, the 
method enabling users to select for retrieval at least one raw data set related to the electronic 
records, the device comprising: 

selecting one of a plurality of user input (Le, the query translated and transmitted to the 
respective information sources, col. 2. lines 27-36)', 

executing the selected electronic records search request and retrieving at least one 
electronic record from at least one storage location during the executing (i. e. In any event, what 
the user now has is an ephemeral collection of documents that have been gathered from multiple 
information sources, col. 4, lines 20-40); 

determining which of two or more different types of communication medium (i.e. 
Connection to the information sources may be through a network, e.g. databases residing on the 
Internet, or via a direct connection to the communication source, e.g. direct dial-up to 
Dialog. TM. Information Source databases, col. 3, lines 35-42) can be used to access at least one 
of a plurality of electronic records databases associated with the selected one of the electronic 
records search request (i.e. Each of the information sources 102 manage a repository of 
information (e.g. collections of papers, articles or other document types) and provide access to it 
through some access protocol. The access protocol may be either one of the de facto standards 
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(e,g. Z39.50) or a server specific protocol (e.g, as used in the Dialog.TM. On-line information 
source). Thus, the lA client is capable of communicating using the protocol of the server, col 3; 
lines 52-59); retrieving instructions for accessing the at least one of a plurality of electronic 
records databases based on at least one of the determined types of communication medium which 
can be used to access the at least one of the plurality of electronic records databases (i,e. The 
query translation part 404 processes a query into the protocol (s) utilized by each of the various 
information sources being accessed. The query translation part 404 may also modify the query 
for a particular information source in the event that the information source cannot support the 
original request (e.g. a request made that is restricted to a particular field), col. 5, lines 31-37); 

accessing the at least one of the plurality of electronic records databases with the 
retrieved instructions (i.e. In any event, what the user now has is an ephemeral collection of 
documents that have been gathered from multiple information sources, col. 4, lines 20-40); 

retrieving at least one electronic record from at least one storage location (i.e. In this step 
any necessary protocol conversions are performed along with any modifications for a particular 
information source that are necessary in order to make a "best effort'* to perform the query as 
requested. After some period of time the results of the query to the information sources are 
returned and collected by the lA client, step 303. In this case the entire documents may be 
downloaded, so what is obtained is a whole collection of fiill text documents, col. 4, lines 20-40); 

parsing the electronic records (i.e. The tokenizer 502 extracts tokens by parsing the text of 
a document and generating a token 503 for each contiguous sequence of characters (e.g. a 
word). The tokens are then processed through a series of filters 504, col. 6, lines 18-36) to 
convert one or more raw data sets into user-selectable objects (i.e. after going through the series 
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of filters 504 the remaining tokens 505 that are output are input to a statistics collector 506 for 
collecting the document level statistics 507 and collection level statistics 508, These statistics 
may include token occurrences or proximity of words or phrases, col 6, lines 18-36, col 4, lines 
41-54); and 

causing the user-selectable objects to be displayed (le. In relevance feedback a user 
indicates documents in the ephemeral collection that are relevant. Typically, an automatic 
procedure is used to reweight, add, or remove terms in a subsequent query (although some 
systems permit this to be done by the user), col 6, lines 60-64). 

Rao does not explicitly teach stored electronic records search requests from a queued 
search database to execute next based upon one or more selection criteria. 

Anderson teaches stored electronic records search requests (le. a search request, col 17, 
lines 27-35) from a queued search database to execute next based upon one or more selection 
criteria (le. At step 325, the MRA 38 places the router packet in the destination module's queue. 
In embodiments of the present invention, the destination module's queue is typically a FIFO (first 
in first out) type of ordered memory structure. A router packet is usually placed at the bottom 
position of the queue and the destination module usually retrieves router packets from the top 
position of the queue. In this way, if multiple router packets are placed within the destination 
module's queue, the earliest router packet to arrive in the queue will be at a designated position, 
such as the top position, col 1 7, lines 55-65). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill of the art having the teaching of Rao 
and Anderson at the time the invention was made to modify the system of Rao to include the 
limitations as taught by Anderson. One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to make 
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this combination in order to monitor the contents of the destination module's queue for pending 
router packets, and monitor the designated destination module for processing activity in view of 
Anderson (col. 17, lines 46-54), as doing so would give the added benefit of having an 
information retrieval system to adaptively routed the information to another software module 
called the destination module as taught by Anderson (col. 3, lines 23-35). 

As to claims 6, 18, 30, Rao teaches the parsing is implemented by at least one data 
processing algorithm based substantially on artificial intelligence (Le. The tokenizer 502 extracts 
tokens by parsing the text of a document and generating a token 503 for each contiguous 
sequence of characters (e.g. a word). The tokens are then processed through a series of filters 
504, col 6, lines 18-36). 

As to claims 7, 19, 31, Rao teaches the parsing further comprises: determining at least 
one data parsing algorithm that should be used for parsing the retrieved electronic records based 
upon a content of the retrieved electronic records; and executing the parsing using the at least 
one determining data parsing algorithm (i. e. The tokenizer 502 extracts tokens by parsing the text 
of a document and generating a token 503 for each contiguous sequence of characters (e.g. a 
word). The tokens are then processed through a series of filters 504, col. 6, lines 18-36). 

As to claims 8, 20, 32, Rao' teaches the parsing further comprises filtering, sorting or 
analyzing the received electronic records for data consistency (i.e. after going through the series 
of filters 504 the remaining tokens 505 that are output are input to a statistics collector 506 for 
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collecting the document level statistics 507 and collection level statistics 508. These statistics 
may include token occurrences or proximity of words or phrases, col. 6, lines 18-36, col. 4, lines 
41-54). 

As to claims 11, 23, 35, Rao teaches the first communication medium comprises a 
telephone dial-up modem connection and the second communication medium comprises an 
Internet connection (i.e. Connection to the information sources may be through a network, e.g. 
databases residing on the Internet, or via a direct connection to the communication source, e.g. 
direct dial-up to Dialog.TM. Information Source databases, col 3, lines 35-42). 

As to claims 37, 39, 41, Rao teaches the selecting one of the plurality of electronic 
records search requests to execute next base upon the one or more selection criteria further 
comprises examining search data associated with each of the electronic records search requests 
and evaluating the search data using the one or more selection criteria (i. e. In relevance feedback 
a user indicates documents in the ephemeral collection that are relevant. Typically, an automatic 
procedure is used to reweight, add, or remove terms in a subsequent query (although some 
systems permit this to be done by the user), col 6, lines 60-64). 

As to claims 43, 44, 45, Anderson teaches one or more of the stored search requests are 
stored in a search database when the search request cannot be executed at the time the search 
request is made (i.e. At step 325, the MRA 38 places the router packet in the destination module's 
queue. In embodiments of the present invention, the destination module's queue is typically a 
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FIFO (first in first out) type of ordered memory structure. A router packet is usually placed at 
the bottom position of the queue and the destination module usually retrieves router packets from 
the top position of the queue. In this way, if multiple router packets are placed within the 
destination module's queue, the earliest router packet to arrive in the queue will be at a 
designated position, such as the top position, col 1 7, lines 55-65). 

6. Claims 38, 40, 42, 49, 51, 53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rao (US Patent No. 6,581,056), in view of Anderson et al. (US Patent No. 6,005,860), and 
further in view of Ferrel et al. (US Patent No. 5,907,837). 

As to claim 49, 51, Rao teaches a method for determining which of a plurality of search 
requests to implement, the method comprising: 

evaluating one or more user input (i,e. the query translated and transmitted to the 
respective information sources, col 2. lines 27-36), electronic records search requests using two 
or more search selection criteria (i.e. Each of the information sources 102 manage a repository 
of information (e.g. collections of papers, articles or other document types) and provide access 
to it through some access protocol The access protocol may be either one of the de facto 
standards (e.g. Z39.50) or a server specific protocol (e.g. as used in the Dialog. TM. On-line 
information source). Thus, the lA client is capable of communicating using the protocol of the 
server, col 3, lines 52-59), wherein the one or more search selection criteria comprises a status 
of the examined electronic records search request (Le. information describing the available 
information sources, col 4, lines 5-17); 

selecting one of the user input, electronic records search requests to execute next based 
upon the evaluation (i.e. The query translation part 404 processes a query into the protocol(s) 
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utilized by each of the various information sources being accessed The query translation part 
404 may also modify the query for a particular information source in the event that the 
information source cannot support the original request (e.g. a request made that is restricted to 
a particular field), col 5, lines 31-37); and 

executing the selected search (7, e. In this step any necessary protocol conversions are 
performed along with any modifications for a particular information source that are necessary 
in order to make a "best effort" to perform the query as requested. After some period of time the 
results of the query to the information sources are returned and collected by the I A client, step 
303. In this case the entire documents may be downloaded, so what is obtained is a whole 
collection of full text documents, col. 4, lines 20-40). 

Rao does not specifically teach a plurality of queued search requests. 

Anderson teaches a plurality of queued search requests (i,e. a search request, col. 1 7, 
lines 27-35; At step 325, the MRA 38 places the router packet in the destination module's queue. 
In embodiments of the present invention, the destination module's queue is typically a FIFO (first 
in first out) type of ordered memory structure. A router packet is usually placed at the bottom 
position of the queue and the destination module usually retrieves router packets from the top 
position of the queue. In this way, if multiple router packets are placed within the destination 
module's queue, the earliest router packet to arrive in the queue will be at a designated position, 
such as the top position, col. 1 7, lines 55-65), 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill of the art having the teaching of Rao 
and Anderson at the time the invention was made to modify the system of Rao to include the 
limitations as taught by Anderson. One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to make 



Application/Control Number: 09/713,600 Page 16 

Art Unit: 2167 

this combination in order to monitor the contents of the destination module's queue for pending 
router packets, and monitor the designated destination module for processing activity in view of 
Anderson (col. 17, lines 46-54), as doing so would give the added benefit of having an 
information retrieval system adaptively routed the information to another software module called 
the destination module as taught by Anderson (col. 3, lines 23-35). 

Rao, Anderson do not expressly teach the examined electronic records search request was 
last updated. 

Ferrel teaches when the examined electronic records search request was last updated (i.e. 
content object modification date, col. 26, line 59 to col. 27, line 14). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill of the art having the teaching of Rao, 
Anderson and Ferrel at the time the invention was made to modify the system of Rao, Anderson 
to include the examined electronic records search request was last updated as taught by Ferrel. 
One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to make this combination in order to 
determine how the search object results are sorted for the current section in view of Ferrel (col. 
26, line 59 to col. 27, line 14), as doing so would give the added benefit of providing a system 
and method for indexing structured titles and search objects which would be an advance in the 
industry, as taught by Ferrel (col. 3, lines 61-65). 

As to claim 53, Rao teaches a system for determining which of a plurality of search 
requests to implement, the system comprising: 

a search evaluation system that evaluates one or more user input (i.e. the query translated 
and transmitted to the respective information sources, col 2. lines 27-36), electronic records 
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search requests using two or more search selection criteria (i.e. Each of the information sources 
102 manage a repository of information (e.g. collections of papers, articles or other document 
types) and provide access to it through some access protocol The access protocol may be either 
one of the de facto standards (e.g. Z39.50) or a server specific protocol (e,g. as used in the 
Dialog. TM. On-line information source). Thus, the lA client is capable of communicating using 
the protocol of the server, col. 3, lines 52-59), wherein the one or more search selection criteria 
comprises a status of the examined electronic records search request (i.e. information describing 
the available information sources, col. 4, lines 5-1 7); 

a search selection system that selects one of the user input, electronic records search 
requests to execute next based upon the evaluation (i.e. The query translation part 404 processes 
a query into the protocol(s) utilized by each of the various information sources being accessed. 
The query translation part 404 may also modify the query for a particular information source in 
the event that the information source cannot support the original request (e.g. a request made 
that is restricted to a particular field), col 5, lines 31-37); and 

a search execution system that executes the selected search (i. e. In this step any necessary 
protocol conversions are performed along with any modifications for a particular information 
source that are necessary in order to make a %est effort'* to perform the query as requested. 
After some period of time the results of the query to the information sources are returned and 
collected by the lA client, step 303. In this case the entire documents may be downloaded, so 
what is obtained is a whole collection of full text documents, col 4, lines 20-40). 

Rao does not specifically teach a plurality of queued search requests. 
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Anderson teaches a plurality of queued search requests (i.e. a search request, col. 17, 
lines 27-35; At step 325, the MRA 38 places the router packet in the destination module's queue. 
In embodiments of the present invention, the destination module's queue is typically a FIFO (first 
in first out) type of ordered memory structure. A router packet is usually placed at the bottom 
position of the queue and the destination module usually retrieves router packets from the top 
position of the queue. In this way, if multiple router packets are placed within the destination 
module's queue, the earliest router packet to arrive in the queue will be at a designated position, 
such as the top position, col 1 7, lines 55-65). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill of the art having the teaching of Rao 
and Anderson at the time the invention was made to modify the system of Rao to include the 
limitations as taught by Anderson. One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to make 
this combination in order to monitor the contents of the destination module's queue for pending 
router packets, and monitor the designated destination module for processing activity in view of 
Anderson (col. 17, lines 46-54), as doing so would give the added benefit of having an 
information retrieval system adaptively routed the information to another software module called 
the destination module as taught by Anderson (coL 3, lines 23-35). 

Rao, Anderson do not teach when the examined electronic records search request was last 
updated. 

Ferrel teaches when the examined electronic records search request was last updated (i.e. 
content object modification date, col. 26, line 59 to col. 27, line 14). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill of the art having the teaching of Rao, 
Anderson and Ferrel at the time the invention was made to modify the system of Rao, Anderson 
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to include when the examined electronic records search request was last updated as taught by 
Ferrel. One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to make this combination in order to 
determine how the search object resuhs are sorted for the current section in view of Ferrel (col. 
26, line 59 to col. 27, line 14), as doing so would give the added benefit of providing a system 
and method for indexing structured titles and search objects which would be an advance in the 
industry as taught by Ferrel (col. 3, lines 61-65). 

As to claims 38, 40, 42, Rao teaches one or more search selection criteria comprises a 
status of the examined electronic records search request (i.e. information describing the available 
information sources, col. 4, lines 5-17). 

Rao, Anderson do not teach when the examined electronic records search request was last 
updated. 

Ferrel teaches when the examined electronic records search request was last updated (i.e. 
content object modification date, col. 26, line 59 to col. 27, line 14). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill of the art having the teaching of Rao, 
Anderson and Ferrel at the time the invention was made to modify the system of Rao, Anderson 
to include when the examined electronic records search request was last updated as taught by 
Ferrel. One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to make this combination in order to 
determine how the search object results are sorted for the current section in view of Ferrel (col. 
26, line 59 to col. 27, line 14), as doing so would give the added benefit of providing a system 
and method for indexing structured titles and search objects which would be an advance in the 
industry as taught by Ferrel (col. 3, lines 61-65). 
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7. Claims 2, 5, 14, 17, 26, 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rao (US Patent No. 6,581,056), in view of Anderson et al. (US Patent No. 6,005,860), and 
further in view of Barr et al. (US Patent No. 5,873,076). 

As to claims 2, 14, 26, Rao, Anderson do not specifically teach selecting at least one of 
the user-selectable objects to retrieve the raw data set associated with the selected object. 

Barr teaches this limitation (i,e, A search result list having entries representative of both 
textual documents and multi-media files related to the single search query is generated in 
accordance with the document records and the multi-media records identified by the index 
database search Text corresponding to the search topic is retrieved by selecting entries from the 
search result list representing document records to be retrieved, and then retrieving text 
represented by the text information fields associated with the selected document records. Digital 
video, audio or graphics information corresponding to the search topic is retrieved by selecting 
entries from the search result list representing selected multi-media records to be retrieved^ and 
then retrieving digital video, audio or graphics information represented by multi-media 
information fields associated with the selected multi-media records, col 4, lines 19-33). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill of the art having the teaching of Rao, 
Anderson and Barr at the time the invention was made to modify the system of Anderson, Rao to 
include the limitations as taught by Barr. One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to 
make this combination in order to retrieve text represented by the text information fields 
associated with the selected document records in view of Barr (col. 4, lines 19-33), as doing so 
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would give the added benefit of effectively identifying textual documents and multi-media files 
corresponding to a search topic as taught by Barr (col. 3, line 60 to col. 4, line 33). 

As to claims 5, 17, 29, Rao, Anderson do not explicitly teach the parsing further 
comprises extracting the at least one raw data set from the retrieve electronic records. 

Barr teaches this limitation (i.e. A search result list is then generated having entries 
representative of information files identified during the database search, and the search result 
list is displayed in a first display window open on a user display, col 4, lines 24-62). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill of the art having the teaching of Rao, 
Anderson and Barr at the time the invention was made to modify the system of Anderson, Rao to 
include the limitations as taught by Barr. One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to 
make this combination in order to have a document composition window for receiving portions 
of the first and second information files is opened on the user display in view of Barr (col. 4, 
lines 34-62), as doing so would give the added benefit of effectively identifying textual 
documents and multi-media files corresponding to a search topic as taught by Barr (col. 3, line 
60 to col. 4, line 33). 

8. Claims 3, 4, 10, 12, 15, 16, 22, 24, 27, 28, 34, 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Rao (US Patent No. 6,581,056), in view of Anderson et al. (US Patent 
No. 6,005,860), and ftirther in view of Wolfe (US Patent No. 6,263,351). 

As to claims 3, 15, 27, Rao, Anderson do not teach the raw data sets comprise court case 
items or documents associated with a court case docket sheet. 
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However, Wolfe teaches the raw data sets comprise court case items or documents 
associated with a court case docket sheet (i.e, the Graver Tank case that was decided by the U,S, 
Supreme Court in 1950, col 5, line 55 to col. 6, line 63). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill of the art having the teaching of Rao, 
Anderson and Wolfe at the time the invention was made to modify the system of Rao, Anderson 
to include the raw data sets comprise court case items or documents associated with a court case 
docket sheet as taught by Wolfe. One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to make this 
combination in order to display at least a portion of a first document and simultaneously 
displaying a representation of one or more citing documents in view of Wolfe, as doing so would 
give the added benefit of providing a method and system for efficiently researching interrelated 
documents as taught by Wolfe (Summary). 

As to claims 4, 16, 28, Rao, Anderson do not specifically teach the electronic records 
comprise results of an executed electronic court case records search request, at least one criterion 
used in formulating the electronic court case records search request and data related to at least 
one electronic court database associated with the electronic court case records search request. 

However, Wolfe teaches the electronic records comprise results of an executed electronic 
court case records search request, at least one criterion used in formulating the electronic court 
case records search request and data related to at least one electronic court database associated 
with the electronic court case records search request (i.e, the Graver Tank case that was decided 
by the U.S. Supreme Court in 1950, col. 5, line 55 to col. 6, line 63), 



Application/Control Number: 09/713,600 Page 23 

Art Unit: 2167 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill of the art having the teaching of Rao, 
Anderson and Wolfe at the time the invention was made to modify the system of Rao, Anderson 
to include the raw data sets comprise court case items or documents associated with a court case 
docket sheet as taught by Wolfe. One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to make this 
combination in order to display at least a portion of a first document and simultaneously 
displaying a representation of one or more citing documents in view of Wolfe, as doing so would 
give the added benefit of providing a method and system for efficiently researching interrelated 
documents as taught by Wolfe (Summary). 

As to claims 10, 22, 34, Rao teaches the plurality of electronic records databases 
comprises at least one first electronic database accessible through the first communication 
medium and at least one second electronic record database accessible through the second 
communication medium (Le. Connection to the information sources may be through a network, 
e.g. databases residing on the Internet, or via a direct connection to the communication source, 
e.g. direct dial-up to Dialog. TM. Information Source databases, col. 3, lines 35-42), 

Rao, Anderson do not expressly teach court database. 

However, Wolfe teaches court database (i.e. the Graver Tank case that was decided by 
the U.S. Supreme Court in 1950, col. 5, line 55 to col 6, line 63). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill of the art having the teaching of Rao, 
Anderson and Wolfe at the time the invention was made to modify the system of Rao, Anderson 
to include the raw data sets comprise court case items or documents associated with a court case 
docket sheet as taught by Wolfe. One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to make this 
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combination in order to display at least a portion of a first document and simultaneously 
displaying a representation of one or more citing documents in view of Wolfe, as doing so would 
give the added benefit of providing a method and system for efficiently researching interrelated 
documents as taught by Wolfe (Summary). 

As to claims 12, 24, 36, Rao, Anderson do not expressly teach the electronic records 
search requests comprise court case docket sheet search requests (i.e. the Graver Tank case that 
was decided by the U.S. Supreme Court in 1950, col. 5, line 55 to col 6, line 63). 

However, Wolfe teaches the electronic records search requests comprise court case 
docket sheet search requests (i.e. the Graver Tank case that was decided by the U.S. Supreme 
Court in 1950, col. 5, line 55 to col 6, line 63). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill of the art having the teaching of Rao, 
Anderson and Wolfe at the time the invention was made to modify the system of Rao, Anderson 
to include the raw data sets comprise court case items or documents associated with a court case 
docket sheet as taught by Wolfe. One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to make this 
combination in order to display at least a portion of a first document and simultaneously 
displaying a representation of one or more citing documents in view of Wolfe, as doing so would 
give the added benefit of providing a method and system for efficiently researching interrelated 
documents as taught by Wolfe (Summary). 

9. Claims 46, 47, 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rao 
(US Patent No. 6,581,056), in view of Anderson et al. (US Patent No. 6,005,860), and further in 
view of Kanoh et al. (US Patent No. 5,873,077). 
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As to claims 46, 47, 48, Rao, Anderson do not specifically teach retrieving one or more 
hard-copy documents associated with a selected user-selectable object. 

Kanoh teaches this limitation (Le. The results of the search are returned to the user via 
the fax machine. These results may include documents that satisfy the search or may include a 
listing of such documents. Using the present invention, the user may also select documents from 
the search results to be retrieved from the Web using the fax machine, col 4, lines 22-43). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill of the art having the teaching of Rao, 
Anderson and Kanoh at the time the invention was made to modify the system of Anderson, Rao 
to include retrieving one or more hard-copy documents associated with a selected user-selectable 
object as taught by Kanoh. One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to make this 
combination in order to select documents from the search results to be retrieved from the Web in 
view of Kanoh (col. 4, lines 22-43), as doing so would give the added benefit of allowing a fax 
machine to act as a Web client and retrieve text and images from any Web site as taught by 
Kanoh (col. 4, lines 43-47). 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-8, 10-20, 22-32, 34-49, 51, 53 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Miranda Le whose telephone number is (571) 272-41 12. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:30 AM to 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John R. Cottingham, can be reached on (571) 272-7079. The fax number to this Art 
Unit is 571-273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be 
directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.usptb.gov . Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Miranda Le 
September 25, 2007 



